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This is a continuation of the Petition filed by Attorney Jerrie Chiu on 24 July 2001, 
requesting that the Patent and Trademark Office accept the inventors' declaration in 
the above-identified Patent Application without the signature of listed inventor William 
Wai-Lun Lam, who could not be located. 

On 4 December 2001, the Patent and Trademark Office issued its decision in response 
to Atty. Chiu's petition. The petition was dismissed for lack of the requisite factual proof 
that the missing joint inventor could not be reached after diligent effort. 

The decision dismissing the Petition stated that the fee, the statement of the inventor's 
last known address, and the oath or declaration by the reaming inventors had been 
received. 

As to the factual proof that the missing inventor could not be reached, the decision on 
the petition indicated that no documentary evidence supporting the failed attempts to 
reach the inventor had been provided with the declaration of Richard Haynes, which 
had been submitted in conjunction with Atty. Chiu's original petition, and that it was not 
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Commissioner for Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 



RENEWED PETITON UNDER 37 CFR 6 1-47 la) 



Sir 



clear from the Haynes" iteration that a complete set of papef^ere ever sent to Dr. 
Lam. 



A complete set of papers have been sent by me to Dr. Lam at the Hong Kong address 
shown in the original declaration form. That transmittal is the subject of a separate 
Declaration by me, accompanying this renewed petition. 

The Hong Kong address is the former address of Dr. Lam's parents. Dr. Haynes' 
declaration of 13 July 2001 detailed the several attempts to obtain Dr. Lam's address 
from his parents before they moved. 

The application and declaration form are also being sent to Dr. Lam's former Tokyo 
address despite the fact that Dr. Haynes' declaration would appear to establish that this 
address is no longer valid. This petition will be supplemented when it is determined 
whether the documents were or were not deliverable to Dr. Lam at the Tokyo address. 

Applicants submit that diligent efforts to obtain Dr. Lam's signature on the Declaration 
have been and are being made, and renew the request that the Declaration without Dr. 
Lam's signature be accepted. 



Respectfully submitted, 





Attorney for Applicant 
Reg. No.: 31018 
Phone: (203) 812-2712 



